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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1. The number of experiments is only one. I could not distinguish wheher the result 
is reliable or not. 
2. The comparative antifungal drug is unappropriated. Voriconazole gives no 
fungicide activity against Candida sp., and also no evidence in other tested fungi. 
The authors may reconsider the positive control otherwise this comparison is fault 
or not reasonable. 
3. Citation needed: L35, L37-48, L60-61. There are no citations for supporting their 
idea in those sentences of introduction. . 

The experiment was replicated four times and the mean calculated. 
The authors disagree with this. Voriconazole is abroad spectrum triazole that 
is used for a wide range of yeasts and moulds especially for flouconazole 
resistant Candidiasis. 
 
Done 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Figure legends of figure 5 to 8 are not completed. Detail information???? 
2. Typesetting of discussion and results are miss-matched. 
 

1. Done 
2. Done 

Optional/General comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 


